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REASONS FOR PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir: 

Applicant seeks pre-appeal review of the rejections of claims 18-26. Claims 18, 21, 23 
and 25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hussain in view of 
Howard; claims 19 and 26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hussain and Howard and further in view of Barron; claim 20 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hussain and Howard and further in view of alleged 
Applicant's Admission of Prior Art (AAPA); claims 22 and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hussain and Howard and further in view of Ceccherelli. The 
§ 103 rejections are discussed below. 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner refers to the language in Howard beginning on 
line 56 of column 2 and extending to line 4 of column 3 and contends this language provides the 
alleged suggestion or motivation for the modification of Hussain's computer system to derive the 
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claimed invention. Final Office Action, 8-9. However, a prima facie case of obviousness has 
not been established for at least the following reasons. 

Howard is directed solely to a power management technique to conserve power in a 
computer system {emphasis added). As such, Howard is concerned with shutting down 
processors, I/O controllers, memory controllers, etc., but this "shut down" does not occur in the 
context of shutting down the entire computer system. Such a complete shut down would defeat 
the purpose of Howard's power management technique, a technique for a partially or fully 
powered up computer system in which parts of the computer system are turned off based on the 
work load {emphasis added). See, for example^ Howard, 5:7-22. 

Hussain is directed to shutting down a computer system when a thermal event is 
encountered. Thus, contrary to Howard, Hussain is directed to the complete shut down of the 
computer system, not to a technique to conserve power in the computer system {emphasis 
added). As such, the hypothetical combination of Hussain and Howard fails to teach or suggest 
the claimed invention, in that there is no motivation or suggestion to modify Hussain's -system 
shut down technique to shut down a particular processor before the rest of the computer system. 
In other words, the selective processor shut down that is disclosed in Howard pertains to merely 
conserving power in an active computer system in that only the minimum number of processors 
are kept active in Howard. Howard is not, however, directed to an order in which circuitry is 
turned off in the complete shut down of a computer system. Thus, Howard fails to provide 
guidance of how components should be turned off in response to a thermal event. Rather, the 
Office Action is improperly combining elements from Howard and Hussain in hindsight to 
derive the claimed invention. 
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Therefore, for at least the reason that the hypothetical combination of Howard and 
Hussain fails to produce the claimed invention, withdrawal of the § 103(a) rejections of claims 
18-26 is respectfully requested. 



Date: November 3, 2005 



[submit 



Fred 



;ed, 



G. PnneK Jr., 



ROP, PRUNER & HU,y 
8^54| Katy Freeway, Ste^ 
HoMton, TX 77024 
713/468-8880 [Phone] 
713/468-8883 [Fax] 



/o. 40,779 



Attorney for Intel Corporation 



3 




ode: AP.PRE.REQ 



PTO/SB/33 (07-05) 
Approved for use through xx/xx/200x. OMB 0651 -OOxx 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
nder the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. 



PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



Docket Number (Optional) 

ITL.0645US (PI 2309) 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail 
in an envelope addressed to "Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] 

»n jO^^fe** 


Application Number 

09/918,130 


Filed 

July 30, 2001 


First Named Inventor 

Robert O. Bruckner et al. 


( / Janice Munoz 

Typed orprimed 

nam* 


Art Unit Examiner 

2116 Tse W.Chen 



Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed 
with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 
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